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Attached is a list of documents on form PTO-1449, along with any cited foreign patent 
documents and non-patent literature documents in accordance with 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2). Also enclosed is a 
translation or a concise explanation of each non-English language document. 

It is requested that the Examiner consider these documents and officially make them of record in 
accordance with the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.97 and Section 609 of the MPEP. By identifying the 
listed documents, Applicant in no way makes any admission as to the prior art status of the listed 
documents, but is instead identifying the listed documents for the sake of full disclosure. 

This Information Disclosure Statement is submitted in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(c), 
before final Office Action or Allowance, whichever is earlier. 
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in 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e) is made: 

Each item of information contained in this statement was first cited in any communication from a 
foreign patent office, a copy of which is enclosed, in a counterpart foreign application not more than three 
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Nokia Corporation (Applicant Code: 520000368439) 
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1575-1 Seocho-dong, Seocho-gu 
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Attorney: Youngpil LEE, et al. 

MUHONEN, Ahti et al. 



Application No. : 10-2006-7026557 



Title : 



SYSTEM, METHOD, AND COMPUTER PROGRAM PRODUCT 
FOR GROUPING CLIENTS AND TRANSFERRING COTNENT 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE SAME 



Applicant is hereby notified pursuant to Article 63 of the Korean Patent Law that 
this application is rejected on the following grounds. Any comments/arguments along 
with any amendments that the applicant may wish to submit in response to this rejection 
must be filed by 22 January, 2008. An unlimited number of one-month extensions of 
the term for filing a response are available and a request for an extension may be filed 
with an appropriate fee by each respective due date. However, the Korean Intellectual 
Property Office (KIPO) does not issue a response to the filing of a request for an 
extension. 



[EXAMINATION RESULTS] 



- Examined Claims: Claims 1-60 

- Law Articles Relating to Rejected Claims 



No. 


Rejected Parts 


Related Law Articles 


1 


Claims 1-4, 9, 10, 13-16, 21, 
22, 25-28, 33, 34, 37-40, 46, 
49-52, 57, and 58 


Article 29, Paragraph 2 



- Allowable Claims: Claims 5-8, 1 1, 12, 17-20, 23, 24, 29-32, 35, 36, 41-45, 47, 
48, 53-56, 59, and 60 



^ The allowable claims stated above are examination results of the present Office 
Action and may be changed later. All grounds of rejection of the present application 
must be resolved in order to put the present application in condition for allowance. 



[GROUNDS OF REJECTION] 

The present application is not in condition for allowance because claims 1-4, 9, 10, 
13-16, 21, 22, 25-28, 33, 34, 37-40, 46, 49-52, 57, and 58 are rejected under Article 29, 
Paragraph 2 of the Korean Patent Law as being obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
in view of the prior art of record before the filing of the present application on the 
grounds as particularly stated below. 

The claimed invention is directed to a system, method, and a computer program 
product for transferring content in accordance with a client grouping to balance the load 
on the transferring network. 

KR 2002-37124 (published on May 18, 2002: hereinafter referred to as "cited 
reference") discloses an apparatus and method for transmitting audio and video data over 
a network. 

1 . The invention recited in claim 1 is directed to a system comprising a plurality of 
clients and a server, wherein the server assigns the clients to a group based upon a 
probability of transferring content. However, the invention is similar to the cited 
reference relating to the apparatus for transmitting audio and video data over the network 
that groups users according to the network state of a group. 

The feature of claim 1 that the server assigns the clients to the group based on a 
size of the content or the probability of transferring the content without experiencing an 
interruption in the transfer can be easily modified from the cited reference that a 
transmission group is divided and groups are re-organized. Hence, since the feature of 
claim 1 is not deemed to have a technical difficulty or a superior effect compared to the 
cited reference, the invention recited in claim 1 would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art in view of the cited reference. 

2. Claim 2 defines that the server collects statistical data and determines the 
probability of transferring the content. However, the feature of claim 2 can be predicted 
or easily modified from the cited reference describing that the users finally gests values 
illustrating network states, network states are checked, and the like. 

3. Claim 3 defines that the server assigns the group associated with a transfer 
window. However, the feature of claim 3 can be predicted or easily modified from the 
cited reference describing that a size of an added frame data to the transmission buffer is 
calculated. 

4. Claim 4 defines that the server assigns the clients to the group based upon a size 
of the group. However, the invention recited in claim 4 would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art from the cited reference in that the user transmission controllers 



are grouped. 



5. Claim 9 defines that the server determines a length of the transfer window based 
upon the probability of transferring the content, but such feature would have been 
obvious as in grounds of rejection 1 and 2 above. And, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the length of the window from the cited 
reference as such would be a nominal design change. 

6. Claim 10 defines that the clients transfer content based upon the group. 
However, the feature of claim 10 would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art from the cited reference in that grouped data is transmitted. 

7. Claims 13-16, 21, and 22 are directed to a server agent. Although the server 
agent is limited to the server recited in claims 1-4, 9, and 10, the above claims have the 
materially the same technical idea as claims 1-4, 9, and 10. Therefore, since the server 
agent is deemed to have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, the invention 
recited in the above claims would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as 
in grounds of rejection 1-6 above. 

8. Claims 25-28, 33, and 34 are directed to a client. However, the client 
corresponds to the server agent, is essentially an obvious element, and the above claims 
have the materially the same technical idea as claims 13-16, 21, and 22. Hence, the 
invention recited in the above claims would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art as in grounds of rejection 7 above. 

9. Claims 37-40 and 46 are directed to a method. However, since the operation 
of the method are obvious to the system of the claimed invention, the invention recited in 
the above claims would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as in grounds 
of rejection 1-8 above. 

10. Claims 49-52, 57, and 58 are directed to a computer program product. 
However, since the computer program product is obvious to the system and method of the 
claimed invention, the invention recited in the above claims would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art as in grounds of rejection 1-9 above. 



[Enclosures] 

1 . A copy of KR 2002-37124 (published on May 18, 2002) 
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